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based on its recommendations, was introduced into the Legislative
Council on 2 November 1903- Its principal features were thus ex-
plained by the Viceroy, whose personality was stamped oa every
phase of the long-drawn controversy:
Its main principle is to raise the standard of education all
round, and particularly of higher education.,What we want to do
is to apply better and less fallacious tests than at present exist, to
stop the sacrifice of everything in the colleges, which constitute
our University system, to cramming, to bring about better teach-
ing by a superior class of teachers, to provide for closer inspection
of colleges and institutions which are now left practically alone,
DO place ti$e Government of the Universities in competent, expert
tad eiitfatisiastic hands, to reconstitute the Senates, to defiae and
regukte die powers of the Syndicates, to give statutory recogni-
tion to the elected Fellows who are now only appointed on suf-
ferance, ... to show the way by which our Universities, whkh
are now merely examining boards, can ultimately be converted
into teaching institutions; in fact, to convert higher education 10
India into a reality instead of a sham.
Such were the principles of the Bill as enunciated by its chief
sponsor, Indian opinion refused, however, to accept the Viceroy's
estimate of the scope and purpose of his pet scheme, and the agita-
tion continued unabated. The Senate of the Bombay University
appointed a committee to consider the Bill It lost no time in subnet-
ting its report, whkh came up for discussion OQ 21 December, hi
moving its adoption, Pfaerozesimh delivered taodbar faK&wj indict-
ment against the changes proposed to be introduced. At the omset,
he desired CD clear the position erf those like faimseif wfac* fe&d mam-
otisly opposed the so-called reforms wfakfa bad beea sfmjj&t tt> lie
fasoetied upon tfae edticatiooa! system 10 the country, He <iid aot
complain of the persistent misrepne^statksas erf their attitude. He
always held that intentions most be jigged by MM tod saitftjwidi^g
circumstances, and he regarded the solemn exhortations to avoid
imputing motives as in most cases unmitigated cant. Hie honourable
tuember in charge of the Bill, Mr. Thomas Rafcigit, bud said: